comparative psychology conformist transmission conformity cultural evolution learning biases majority influences social learning Whiten & van de Waal, (this issue) present an answer to a critical account of their conformity interpretations (van Leeuwen, Kendal, Tennie, & Haun, 2015) . Their target study (van de Waal, Borgeaud, & Whiten, 2013) evidenced immigrant male vervet monkeys adjusting their food colour preferences to the preference demonstrated by the resident vervets, which was interpreted in terms of conformity. Van Leeuwen et al. (2015; also see van Leeuwen & Haun, 2013 and online commentary by Tennie, Fischer, Galef & Haun, 2013 , at Sciencemag.org) acknowledged the insight gained from the reported observations for our understanding of social learning processes in wild primates, but criticized van de Waal et al.'s (2013) conformity interpretation, as alternative learning biases, other than conformity, could not be ruled out. In their reply to this critique, Whiten & van de Waal, (this issue) systematically list their arguments against alternative explanations. They also present new data indicating that in their target study (van de Waal et al., 2013 ) the 'majority of individuals' opting to perform a specific behaviour correlated with the 'majority of behaviours' performed across the population, thereby adding to a recent debate about how 'the majority' should be operationalized in order to study conformist transmission (see Aplin et al., 2015a in response to ; van Leeuwen et al., 2015) . Here, we respond to Whiten & van de Waal, (this issue) by (1) discussing how their arguments against our alternative explanations for their conformity interpretation (as advanced in van de Waal et al., 2013) may be misguided, (2) defending the position that their correlation between the 'majority of individuals' and the 'majority of behaviours' is tangential to the current debate, (3) presenting evidence in favour of our original suggestion to keep reliance on the 'majority of individuals' and the 'majority of behaviours' as two separate learning biases, and (4) realigning the debate between Aplin et al. (2015a) and van Leeuwen et al. (2015) to focus again on animals' observation records as prerequisite knowledge to interpret their behavioural decisions in terms of learning biases.
ALTERNATIVE EXPLANATIONS
In line with Whiten & van de Waal, (this issue), we define conformity as 'abandoning personal preferences or behaviours to 
